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DETAILED ACTION 

a. This action is taken to response to amendments and remarks filed on 12/1 8/2006 
and request for continued examination (RCE) filed on 1/17/2007. 

b. Claims 1-4, 12-24, and 26-28 are pending in this Office Action. Claims 1, 12, 18, 
and 21 are independent claims. 

Continued Examination Under 3 7 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for 
continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been 
timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.114. Applicant's submission filed on January 17, 2007 has been entered. 

Terminal Disclaimer 
The terminal disclaimer filed on 1 2/1 8/2006 disclaiming the terminal portion of any 
patent granted on this application, which would extend beyond the expiration date of co-pending 
application 10/600,021 has been reviewed and is accepted. The terminal disclaimer has been 
recorded. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 1, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the one or more annotatable data objects points There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitafion in the claim. 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "the set of identifying parameters ''the one or more 
identifying parameters". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 

in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 12-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102(e) as being anticipated by Gupta et ah 
(US Patent 6,956,593, hereinafter "Gupta"). 

As to claim 12, Gupta discloses a method of creating annotations for a plurality of 
different type data objects manipulated by a plurality of applications (abstract, column 1, lines 
66-67), comprising: 
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receiving a request from one of the applications to create an annotation for a data object, 
wherein the data object is identified by a set of parameters (Figures 5-7, column 9, lines 26-34, 
column 1 1, lines 36-51, column 12, lines 56-59); 

selecting an annotation structure from a set of annotation structures, each annotation 
structure defining one or more annotation fields (Figures 7-11, column 12, lines 44-46), wherein 
the selection is based, at least in part, on the set of identifying parameters identifying the data 
object to be annotated ( Figure 7, column 1 1, lines 45-51, column 12, lines 60-64, column 13, 
lines 11-32); 

generating a graphical user interface allowing entry of the one or more annotation fields 
(Figures 8-10, column 14, lines 58-65, column 15, lines 10-33); 

creating an index based on the one or more identifying parameters (unique annotation 
identifier, Figure 4, item 194, column 9, lines 1-2); and 

creating an annotation record comprising the index and information entered, via the 
graphical user interface, for the one or more annotation fields ( add annotation record through 
GUI, Figures 8-10, column 12, lines 56-59, column 14, lines 40-48). 

As to claim 13, Gupta discloses further comprising storing the annotation record in an 
annotation store separate from the annotated data object (store in annotation meta store, Figures 
1 and 3, column 7, lines 28-39). 

As to claim 14, Gupta discloses wherein selecting the annotation structure comprises: 
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presenting, to a user, a plurality of annotation structures associated with the data object 
(Figures 7-1 1, column 12, lines 44-46); and 

receiving, from the user, a selection of one of the plurality of annotation structures 
(column 15, lines 13-24). 

As to claim 15, Gupta discloses further comprising receiving, from the user, a selected 
role in which the user has chosen to act (selection of annotation set to act, column 12, lines 65- 
67, column 13, lines 1-10). 

As to claim 16, Gupta discloses wherein the plurality of annotation structures presented 
to the user is dependent on the selected role (read/write access control, column 9, lines 15-25, 
column 13, lines 1-10, column 16, lines U6). 

As to claim 17, Gupta discloses further comprising generating a graphical user interface 
for displaying the annotation information, wherein the annotation information presented to the 
user in the graphical user interface is dependent on the selected role (Figure 12, column 16, lines 
1-6), 

As to claim 18, refer to "As to claim 12" and "As to claim 13" presented earlier in this 
Office Action. 
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As to claim 19, Gupta discloses wherein receiving a request from one of the appHcations 
to create an annotation for a data object comprises receiving the request from a plug-in 
annotation component (incorporated into the web browser, operating system, column 12, lines 3- 
13). 

As to claim 20, Gupta discloses wherein selection of the annotation structure is based, at 
least in part, on one or more user credentials (read/write access control, column 9, lines 15-25, 
column 13, lines 1-10, column 16, lines 1-6). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the Invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
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invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-4, 21-24, and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Altman (US Pub 2004/0163042) in view of ESP (Electrical Schematics Page, April 25, 
2002, http://www.jlab.org/accel/inj_group/elecl .htm). 

As to claim 1, Altman discloses a method for exchanging information between entities 
on a network comprising: 

installing an annotation management system on the network (paragraph [0038], lines 3-5, 
paragraph [004 1 ], lines 17-19); 

identifying a plurality of annotatable data objects (documents to be annotated, paragraph 
[0003]) manipulated by a plurality of applications on the network (web browser, lotus note, 
acrobat, Figure 5, paragraph [0041]), wherein the plurality of annotatable data objects comprise 
at least one of electrical schematics and mechanical schematics; and 

providing, via the annotation management system (annotation plug-in, paragraph [0041], 
lines 6-11), one or more interfaces for manipulating annotations for the annotatable data objects 
(create/modify through GUI, Figures 4A-C, paragraph [0040], 3-6, paragraph [0041], lines 6-11, 
paragraph [0043], lines 1 1-14), a set of annotation structures each defining a set of annotation 
fields (Figure 13 A, paragraph [0042], [0043]), and an annotation server configured to receive 
requests to access annotations for one or more of the annotatable data objects issued by at least 
one of the plurality of applications on the network (paragraph [0046]-[0047])), wherein, the 
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annotation server is further configured to generate, based on an annotation structure associated 
with the one or more annotatable data objects points, the one or more interfaces for creating or 
viewing annotations (Figures 8A, 9A/B, paragraph [0051], [0054]). 

Altman discloses that annotatable data objects can be a blueprint for architect or 
professional engineer (paragraph [0048]) and does not explicitly disclose wherein the pluralities 
of annotatable data objects comprise at least one of electrical schematics and mechanical 
schematics. 

ESP discloses annotatable data objects of electrical schematics in an Acrobat PDF format 
(page 1). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to combine Altman and ESP teaching to annotate electrical schematics for the purpose 
of documenting the modification and approval relating to the schematic diagrams. The skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to improve the invention of Altman per the above by adding 
annotation on electrical schematics diagrams such that workflow message can be generated and 
reviewed (Abstract, Altman). 

As to claim 2, Altman discloses wherein providing one or more interfaces comprises 
providing at least one interface for creating annotations (Figures 9A, 9B, paragraph. [0054]) and 
at least one interface for viewing annotations (paragraph [0047]). 

As to claim 3, Ahman discloses wherein the one or more interfaces comprise at least one 
graphical user interface (Figure 9B, paragraph [0047]). 
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As to claim 4, Altman discloses wherein the at least one graphical user interface is 
accessible from within one or more of the applications (web browser, paragraph [0041], lines - 
11). 

As to claim 21, Altman discloses a system for managing annotations for one or more 
different type data sources manipulated by a plurality of different type applications, comprising: 

an annotation database for storing annotations separately from the data sources 
associated with the annotations (Abstract, Figures 3B, 4A, 4B, 4C, paragraph [0040], lines 3-6 ), 
wherein the one or more different type data sources comprise at least one of electrical schematics 
and mechanical schematics; 

a set of annotatable data object points defining portions of the data sources associated 
with the annotations described by the associated annotations (Figure 6, paragraph [0042]); 

a set of annotation structures, each defining a set of annotation fields (Figure 13 A, 
paragraph [0042], [0043]); 

a set of plug-in components, each for interfacing betv/een one or more applications and 
an annotation server (paragraph [0041]); and 

an annotation server (annotation repository, abstract) configured to receive, via the plug- 
in components (annotation manager, paragraph [0041], lines 13-16), requests to access 
annotations for one or more of the annotatable data object points issued by the one or more of the 
applications running on the client computer (paragraph[0046]-[0047]) and generate a graphical 
user interface screen, based on an annotation structure associated with the one or more of the 
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annotatable data object points, for creating or viewing annotations for the one or more 
annotatable data object points (Figures 8 A, 9A/B, paragraph [0051], [0054]). 

Altman discloses that annotatable data objects can be a blueprint for architect or 
professional engineer (paragraph [0048]) does not explicitly disclose wherein the one or more 
different type data sources comprise at least one of electrical schematics and mechanical 
schematics. . 

ESP discloses annotatable data source of electrical schematics in an Acrobat PDF format 
(page 1), 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to combine Altman and ESP teaching to annotate electrical schematics for the purpose 
of documenting the modification and approval relating to the schematic diagrams. The skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to improve the invention of Altman per the above by adding 
annotation on electrical schematics diagrams such that workflow message can be generated and 
reviewed (Abstract, Altman). 

As to claim 22, Altman discloses wherein the one or more different type data sources 
comprise at least text documents and database tables (paragraph [0009]). 

As to claim 23, Altman discloses wherein the annotatable data object points comprise at 
least one or more database cells, and one or more portions of text documents (Figure 6, 

paragraph [0042]). 
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As to claim 24, Altman discloses wherein the one or more different type data sources 
further comprise at least multimedia files (combination of images and text, paragraph [0003], 
line 4) and the annotatable data object points comprise at least an image (paragraph [0043], lines 
1-7). 

As to claim 26, Altman discloses wherein the annotation server is configured to create 
annotations with no direct association to any of the annotatable data object points (paragraph 
[0043], lines 7-14). 

As to claim 27, Altman discloses wherein the annotation server is configured to create 
annotations associated with more than one of the data sources (scanned image, computer 
generated files, database, paragraph [0009]). 

As to claim 28, Altman discloses wherein the annotation server is configured to create 
more than one annotation for a single annotatable data point (multiple reviews. Figure 8A, 
paragraph [0051]). 

Response to Amendment and Remarks 

Applicant's amendments and remarks have been fully and carefully considered. In 
response to these amendments, another iteration of claim analysis, based on previously relied on 
references, and particularly addressihg the newly amended limitation, has been made. Refer to 
the corresponding sections of the claim analysis for details. 
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Response to remarks on 35 U.S.C. § 102 rejections 

Applicant contends that Gupta does not teach, "a set of annotation structures, each 
annotation structure defining one or more annotation fields.". The Examiner respectfially 
disagrees. Gupta clearly teaches "a set of annotation structures, each armotation structure 
defining one or more annotation fields" see shown in Figures 7-1 1 that different annotation 
structure are used to add annotations. Furthermore, as shown in the Figures, each annotation 
structure defines a set of annotation fields (for example, Figure 7, items 284, 286,..). 

Response to remarks on 35 U.S.C. § 103 rejections 

Applicant contends that Gupta (Altman) does not teach, "set of annotation structures, 
each defining a set of annotation fields.". The Examiner respectfiilly disagrees. Altman clearly 
teaches "a set of annotation structures, each annotation structure defining one or more annotation 
fields" as described in paragraph [0042] that annotations may contain x-pos and y-pos fields, 
respectively (see also Figure 6). In an alternate case, annotation may contain an additional 
coordinate pair (x_extent, y_extent) that specifies the bounds of where the annotation is 
displayed. Furthermore, as shown in the Figure 13 A, each annotation structure defines a set of 
annotation fields. For example, the annotation can be inserted either using "draw a rectangle", 
"highlight text or graphics" or "strikeout text or graphics" (see Figure 9A, paragraph [0054]). 
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Related Prior Arts 

The following list of prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. 

• Gantt; Brian D., US 6573903 B2, "Determining and displaying geometric 
relationships between objects in a computer-implemented graphics system". 

• Bays; Alan Ronald et al., US 65 1 9603 B 1 , "Method and system for organizing an 
annotation structure and for querying data and annotations". 

• Eintracht; Zvika et al., US 6687878 Bl, "Synchronizing/updating local client 
notes with annotations previously made by other clients in a notes database". 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shew-Fen Lin whose telephone number is 571-272-2672. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



SFL 

Shew-Fen Lin 
Patent Examiner 
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March 21, 2007 
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